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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-26, have been examined and are pending. 

Information Disclosure Statement 
2. An initialed and dated copy of applicant's IDS form 1449 submitted 06/28/2006, is attached 
to the instant office action. 
Claim Objections 

Claim 9 recites the phrase "an user-device". The phrase should be spelled as "a user- 
device". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or nu)i c claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1,3,6-1 l,15-16,20,22,and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

In line 6, claim 1 recites the phrase "a user-device. It is not clear whether "a user-device" 
is the same device that is cited in claim 1, line 3, or other device. 

In line 7, claim 15 recites the phrase "a user-register". It is not clear whether "a user- 
register" is the same user-register that is cited in claim 15, line 4, or other user-register. 

Claims 9-11 recites the phrase "a user-device. It is not clear whether "a user-device" is 
the same device that is cited in claim 1, or other device. 

Claims 3 and 7 recite the phrase "a user-register". It is not clear whether "a user-register" 
is the same user-register that is cited in claim 1, or other user-register. 
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Clams 6 and 7-8 recite the phrase "a priority-table". It is not clear whether "a priority- 
table" is the same priority-table that is cited in claim 1, or other priority-table. 

Claim 16 recites the phrase "a user-device. It is not clear whether "a user-device" is the 
same device that is cited in claim 15, or other device. 

Clams 20, 22, and 26 recite the phrase "a priority-table". It is not clear whether "a 
priority-table" is the same priority-table that is cited in claim 15, or other priority-table. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in pubhc use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of appUcation for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-11, 13, 15-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
BolandtoEP1045604A2. 

Regarding claims 1, and 15, Boland teaches a method for providing a certain quality of service 
to a user-device in a 

mobile telecommunication system (see, abstract), 

providing at least one user-register (i.e. data that is coming from subscriber) linked to a user- 
device (abstract discloses providing service to subscribers. Further more, par [0012] 
discloses home location register that stores data information for subscriber) 
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providing at least one priority-table associated with an area covered by the telecommunication 
system (abstract discloses diving a wireless communication cell sites into a plurality of 
service priority groupings) , 

comparing a user-register with a priority-table(par ,[0012] discloses defining a priority data 
for wireless subscribers in the Home Location Register. Thus, data that is send out from 
the subscriber is associated with a priority information) when a user-device linked to said 
user register enters the area associated with said priority-table (par, [0011] discloses proving 
guaranteed communication service to priority wireless communication subscribers, further 
more, abstract discloses wireless subscribers who have been assigned a predetermined 
service priority are provided with access to reserved wireless communication), 
providing the user-device with a quality of service, depending on a possible correspondence 
between said user-register and said priority-table(abstract discloses proving guaranteed 
communication service to priority wireless communication subscribers, and wireless 
subscribers who have been assigned a predetermined service priority are provided with 
access to reserved wireless communication) 

Regarding claims 2, and 16, Boland teaches linking a user-register to a user subscription within 
the telecommunication system, which subscription in turn is linked to a user-device (par [0012] 
discloses home location register that stores data for subscriber with a priority information. 
Thus, data that is send out from the subscriber is associated with a priority information 
and other subscriber information) 

Regarding claims 3, and 17, Boland teaches distributing a user-register to a user-device, (par 
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[0012] discloses home location register that stores data for subscriber with a priority 
information) 

predefining a user-register in a user-device (abstract discloses predetermined service 
priority). 

Regarding claims 4, and 18, Boland teaches providing a priority-table with an area-identifier 
(abstract discloses diving a wireless communication cell sites into a plurality of service 
priority groupings) 

Regarding claims 5, and 19, Boland teaches a Cell Identity (CI) (abstract discloses diving a 
wireless communication cell sites into a plurality of service priority groupings, inherently 
there should be a cell ID so that each cells can be identified easily). 
Regarding claims 6,and 20, Boland teaches distributing a priority-table to a user-device 
(abstract discloses diving a wireless communication cell sites into a plurality of service 
priority groupings) 

predefining a priority-table in a iiser-device(par ,[0012] discloses defining a priority data for 
wireless subscribers in the Home Location Register), an access-point, an access point 
controller within the telecommunication system(abstract discloses diving a wireless 
communication cell sites into a plurality of service priority groupings). 

Regarding claims 7, and 21, Boland teaches defining one or several priority-groups in a user- 
register (par, [0012] discloses defining a priority data for wireless subscribers in the Home 
Location Register), 

defining one or several priority-levels in a priority-table(abstract discloses diving a wireless 
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communication cell sites into a plurality of service priority groupings), 
assigning at least one priority-group to at least one priority-level in a priority-table(abstract 
discloses diving a wireless communication cell sites into a plurality of service priority 
groupings, and prove guaranteed communication service to priority wireless 
communication subscribers). 

Regarding claims 8,and 22,Boland teaches providing a user-device with a quality of service, 
depending on a possible correspondence between priority-groups defined in a user-register and 
priority-groups associated with the priority-levels in a priority-table abstract discloses proving 
guaranteed communication service to priority wireless communication subscribers, and 
wireless subscribers who have been assigned a predetermined service priority are provided 
with access to reserved wireless communication). 

Regarding claims 9, and 23, Boland teaches comparison is performed within the core network 
of a telecommunication system (abstract discloses proving guaranteed communication 
service to priority wireless communication subscribers, and wireless subscribers who have 
been assigned a predetermined service priority are provided with access to reserved 
wireless communication). 

Regarding claims 10, and 24, Boland teaches comprising the further step of providing a user- 
device with a quality of service, depending on a possible correspondence between a user-register 
and a priority-table, as a response to an inquiry fi-om the user-device to the telecommunication 
network(abstract discloses proving guaranteed communication service to priority wireless 
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communication subscribers, and wireless subscribers who have been assigned a 
predetermined service priority are provided with access to reserved wireless 
communication. Further more, abstract discloses denying access). 

Regarding claims 11, and 25, Boland teaches providing a user-device with a quality of service 
that is determined by the user-device itself (par,[0012] discloses defining a priority data for 
wireless subscribers in the Home Location Register), depending on a possible correspondence 
between a user- register and a priority-table (abstract discloses proving guaranteed 
communication service to priority wireless communication subscribers, and wireless 
subscribers who have been assigned a predetermined service priority are provided with 
access to reserved wireless communication. Further more, abstract discloses denying 
access). 

Regarding claim 13, Boland teaches altering the quality of service in a certain area by amending 
an existing user-register (abstract discloses denying access to wireless communication 
subscribers when they attempt to initiate a wireless call connection in the impacted call 
coverage area). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
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having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

Claims 12, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Boland 
in view of Artamo to (US-PG-PUB2004/0053606). 

Regarding claims 12, and 26, Boland does not teach a user-device refraining from attempt to 
establish a communication channel with the telecommunication system 

However, Artamo teaches a user-device refraining from attempt to establish a 
communication channel with a telecommunication system ([0016] discloses responsive to the 
availability of a plurality of cell types for a user, the user may be connected in the one of 
the plurality of cells having the highest associated priority based on the service type of the 
user. Thus, having the option to choice to connect to a cell having the highest associated 
priority based on the service type of the user, is refraining from connecting to other cells 
that have the lowest associated priority based on the service type of the user). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to enable the system of Boland user-device refraining from attempt to 
establish a communication channel with said telecommunication system, as suggested by 



Application/Control Number: 10/584,865 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2419 

Artamo. This modification would benefit the system of Boland to enable the user devices to 
connect with only communication channels that provide the highest quality of service. 

Claim 14, is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Boland in view 
ofLeto (US-PG-PUB20070097941). 

Regarding claim 14, Boland does not teach altering the quality of service in a certain area by 
amending an existing priority-table 

However, Le teaches altering the quality of service in a certain area by amending an 
existing priority-table (Le, fig.3, and [0024] disclose a prioritizer 130 records the upload 
activity of a wireless device 105 during the priority allocated transmission slots and change 
that device's priority accordingly. The prioritizer records the activity of wireless device 
105A over transmission slots and adjusts the priority of device 105A to reflect its uploading 
activity during those time periods. Thus, adjusting the priority of the device results 
adjusting the priority table of the network so that the device receives an appropriate 
quality of service) 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to enable the system of Boland by altering the quality of service in a certain 
area by amending an existing priority-table, as suggested by Le. This modification would benefit 
the system of Boland to provide users with a larger service coverage area with better quality of 
services. 
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Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. (See PTO-892). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ZEWDU BEYEN whose telephone number is (571)270-7157. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday, 9:30 AM to 6:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hassan Kizou can be reached on 1-571-272-3088. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Z. B./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2419 
/Hassan Kizou/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2419 



